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REMARKS 

Claims 1. 3-10, and 14-22 are pending in this application. Claim 1 7 is amended 
Reconsidemtion in view of the above amendments and the following remarks is rtspectfuUy 
requested. ^ 

The Office Action objects to claim 15 because it depends from canceled claim 14 Claim 
1 4 IS restored in the cun^nt claim bsting as it was never intended to be canceled and there was 
no expr^s indication of cancellation in the previous amendment. Accordingly, AppKcant 
requests the withdrawal of the objection to claim 15. 

THe Office Action rejects claims 17-19 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, secondpa«graph. THe 
Office Action alleges "the phrases 'a first section', 'a flip second section', and so on are not 
consistent with at least claim 1. For instant in claim I. the Applicant refers to the fin« section as 
the third section'. It appears that the AppUcant gives more that one name to a single feature." 
This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Applicants assert the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph is improper 
because the Office Action has not provided a proper basis for the rejection. Inparticular. the 
Office Actionstatesclaimtennsmustbeconsistent between two iade^ However 
there « no basis in the MPEP. the statutes, or case law for suoh an allegation. Furthennore, one' 
of ordinary skill in the art would clearly understand what is being claimed in claims 1 7- 1 9 
Addinonally, Applicant asserts two di£Rwnt independent claims must include at least one 
diflfcrentclahnteimundertbedoctrineofclaimdififerentiation. lHus, the Office Action has not 
providedaproper foundation for the rejection under 35U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph 

Accordingly. Applicants request withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph. 

l^ie Office Action rejects, under 35 US.C. § 102. claims 1-9. 1 6. 17. 20, and 22 over 

Matsumoto. TheOffice Action also rejects, under 35 U.S.C. § I03. claims 10. 15. 18. 19 and21 
over Wilk and Matsumoto. These rejections are respectfuUy traversed. 

-A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found 

eitherexpresslyorinhfirentlydescribed,inasinglepriorartreference''(MPEP§2l31 citing 
VerdegaalBro,. v. Union OU Co. ofCalifornia,2\3S^Q2d 1051. 1053 (Fed. Cir 198^) 
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• AppUcant asserts Matsumoto does not disclose or suggest a first part, a second part 
co^,lcd to the first part byapivotmechanisn, the secondpartincludinga^^ 

part connected to the first part byahinge that includesahinge axis, the third pa^ 
keypad, as recited in independent claim 1 . 

^l>«rti^«l«r»MatsumotodoesnotdisclosethecIaimedfirstparti^^^^ 
the third part including a kejT>ad. the third part connected to the claimed finrt part by a hinge 
TTie Office Action alleges Matsumoto discloses element U as a first part, element lOasasecond 
part, and element 3 as a third part However, element 3 is not comiected to element 11 by a 
hmge. hi particular, element 3 is clearly comiected to element 10 by the hinge 9 Hius, 
Matsumoto does not disclose the claimed third part comiected to the fi«t part by a hinge 

Therefore. Matsumoto does not disclose or suggest a first part, a second part coupled to 
the first part by a pivot mechanism, the second part mduding a camera, and a third part 
connected to the first part by a hinge that includes a hinge axis, the third part including a keypad, 
as recited in independent claim 1 , 

Applicant also asserts Matsmnoto does not disclose a first section including a keypad and 
a flip second section connected to the first secrion by a hinge, wheim the flip section comprises 

afirst part that is direcUy comiected to the hinge, the first part comprisingafirstdi^^^^ 
pivoting head coupled to the fi«t part by a pivot and further coupled to the first section via the 
first part, wherein Ae pivot allows the pivoting head to be oriented to fece diffet^nt directions 

and v^in the pivoting head includes a camera, as recited in independent claim 17. 

m particular, Matsumoto does not disclose the claimed first part comprising a first 
display and a first section including a keypad, the first section coupled to a hinge. TTie Office 
ActionaUeges Matsumoto discloses element II as afii^part. element 10 as a second part, and 
elementaasathiidpart. However, element 11 is not coupled to the hinge 9. Inparticular 
element 1 is dearly comiected to element 10 and not comiected to the hinge 9. Tlius. Matsmnoto 

does not disdose the Claimed firstpartcomprisingafirst display andafirst section mcl^^ 
keypad, the first section coupled to a hinge. Furthemiore. Matsumoto does not disclose a 

pivotmg head includingacamera.lnparticdar.as illustrated inFig.^ 
1 1 pivots and the display section 1 1 does not indude the camera 21 . 
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«-pl«.«fl«fi«p.„^ap,Vo.aodfM.er coupled «,«,efi^s««o„^,I.Jp.^ 

^U»piv„,.Uo>™aepivoa.ghead«,beori«,«d»6cedifferen.di,«i<>„s.«>d 

pivoUng head includes a camera, « redted to fad^p^ 
AppllKM furthe. a^ M„„^ „^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

surfi^ aud a second surface, a pivo. axi, tihed ,«pe« to .he 

of alpl^ and tte te, surface and U,e second surface ffltod in oppose din.^ 
tiie pivot axis by the angle alpha, as recited in indepe»ieM elaim 20. 

Matsumoto does disclose of .he in ind.p«Kto ctaim 20 «,d 

.s«,.ass=r.edbytheOfflceAction. The 0£So.Acdo«od,aU.ge>M«,u»«o discloses M 

P^^niphs 30-32. a second par. can be ori««ed to ftce difbott arimwM 
longitudinalaxisofthefirstpart However. ft. Office Ac,i«.do.„,«ev«.«ld,«s the daimed 
futures ofafi,«su,fteeand.,econds»,lhc..apivo, axis ,i»ed™,h,.,p« 

«.sbyanan«.e.f.,pha,andtbefimau,ftcea.dtb. second s«,*«,iUedinopposi.e^^^ 
w.fl.r«^ct*„hepivo.axisby.he..gI.aIpb.. Furthennore. AppU.««.«»«ioo.,ethe 

claAined features in the Matsumoto. 

^'"»^tsum<>todc«snotdiscIoseaUofthefea,ures„.ite^ 
such IS not even asserted by the Office Action. 

^"^.AppJicantiespectfuUysubmitsttoi^ 
patentable subjectmatter. The i^maining claims dg,emlfiom the independent dain. 

r'"?'/'""'"'^'""'^"'"'""- ^-^'^^^y.ApplioantrespectfuUyrequeststhe 
withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 and 35 U.S.C. § 103. 
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CQNCLTJSTDM 

Based on the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant respectfiiUy submits this 
application is in condition for allowance. Favorable considemtion and prompt allowance of 
clamis 1. 3-10, and 14-22 are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner beUeve that anything further would be desirable in onler to place 

this application in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited t» co^^^ 
undersigned representative at the telephone number listed below. 

nie Commissioner is hereby authorized to deduct any fees arising as a result of this 
Amendment or any other communication fiom or to credit any overpayments to Deposit Account 
No. 50-2117. 



Dated: November 15, 2006 



Please send correspondence to; 

Motorola, Inc. 

Intellectual Property 

600 North U.S. Highway 45 

Libertyville, IL 60048 



Respectfully submitted. 




Matdiew^^^ppnow 
Attorney fc^^pplicant 
Registration No. 45,314 

Phone No. (847) 523-2585 
Fax No. (847) 523-2350 
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